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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This action is in response to amendments filed on 11/1 1/09, wherein the 
examiner acknowledges that claims 1 -4, 8, 1 0, 1 1 , 1 3-1 5, 1 7, 1 9, 21 , 22, 24 & 26-29 
have been amended, no claims have been added or canceled; consequently, claims 1- 
15, 17-22 & 24-29 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 14, 15 and 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lucero (US Patent 6,019,283) in view of DeMar et al. (US Patent 
6,270,410). 

Claims 14 & 26: Lucero discloses a gaming device confined within a housing 
(figure 1), configured to operate to request and receive fund electronically, wherein the 
gaming machine comprises a game processor configured to operate to receive fund 
transfer request from a player, wherein the request includes an account number and an 
amount,(figure4, figure 6, element 124, col. 4: 44-53, col. 5: 23-34). Lucero also 
discloses sending the request to a remote fund repository that generates a response to 
the request, wherein the response is indicative of whether the request has been 
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approved or denied (col. 4: 17-53). Lucero also discloses a processor to a printer that 
prints ticket of the amount request and approved (col. 4: 37-43), and wherein the 
processor is configured to operate without direct communication between the 
processors (figure 6, element 124, col. 7: 51-68 & col. 8-9: 65-6, wherein Lucero 
discloses a processor to perform the game related processes and fund transfer related 
processes). Lucero, however, fails to explicitly disclose plurality of processors. 

In an analogous art, DeMar et al, teaches of a game machine consisting of 
plurality of processors, wherein each processor designated to perform has its own 
process such as, game related tasks, and fund transferring task (col. 9: 35-60). It would 
have been obvious for one with ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to 
have modified the game machine disclosed by Lucero, to include plurality of processors, 
as taught by DeMar, to allow different game related tasks to be separated to maximize 
game machine performance, by distributing workload performed through plurality of 
processors. 

Claim 15: Lucero discloses the fund transfer request which includes a PIN 
number (col. 5: 42-47). 

Claim 27: Lucero discloses that the payment device is a credit meter, and 
also providing a receipt for the transaction (col. 7: 23-43). 

Claim 28: Lucero discloses the banking network being a wide area network 
(col. 5: 60-66, figure 2, element 30). 

Claim 29: Lucero discloses that the network is a local area network (col. 7: 
43-51 , wherein Lucero discloses a casino only network). 
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Claims 1-13, 17-22, and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Lucero and DeMar, in view of Nguyen et al. (US 
Patent 6,585,598). 

Claims 1 & 17: The combination of Lucero and DeMar teaches a gaming 
device configured to operate to request and receive fund electronically, wherein the 
gaming machine comprising a game processor configured to operate to receive a wager 
from a player to initiate game (figures 2 & 3, and col. 3: 58-65), Lucero and DeMar also 
teaches a card reader which is configured to operate with the controller, which is 
operable to process electronic fund request by the player (col. 4: 44-53 & col. 5: 3-13). 
Lucero and DeMar also teaches a payment device configured to operate to provide a 
monetary amount to a player upon inserting a card, and receiving an approval from the 
electronic fund transfer request from a remote fund repository that communicates with 
the EFT controller via a banking network (col. 4: 20-54), all of the said devices are 
withheld in a housing (figure 1 , element 10). The combination of Lucero and DeMar, 
however, fails to disclose receiving an approval for the electronic fund transfer request 
from a remote fund repository that communicates with the EFT controller via a banking 
network and without said approval being communicated from the EFT controller to the 
game processor. 

In an analogous art, Nguyen et al. teaches a cashless gaming system wherein a 
player using a wireless device to requests fund and receives a response from remote 
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fund repository, without approval being communicated from the EFT controller to the 
game processor (col. 5: 24-40, wherein the remote fund repository wires the requested 
amount directly to a game machine and prints a receipt acknowledging the transfer). It 
would have been obvious for one with ordinary skill in the art, to modify the game 
machine taught by the combination of Lucero and DeMar to provide a direct 
communication between the ticket validation network and the remote fund repository as 
taught by Nguyen et al. to transfer funds directly to a game machine being used by a 
player, without having to obtain and communicate the approval from the EFT controller 
to the game processor, thus providing more efficient use of computing resources (col. 1 : 
23-39). 

Claim 2: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches that the 
card is a credit card or a debt card (Lucero col. 3: 58-65). 

Claim 3: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches that the 
amount is gaming device credits (Lucero col. 4: 35-43). 

Claim 4: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches that the 
payment device is a credit meter (Lucero col. 7: 23-43). 

Claim 5: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teach a gaming 
device which includes a display configured to operate with the electronic fund controller 
to display the transfer request on the display device (Lucero col. 4: 44-65). 

Claim 6: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches a display 
device for displaying both the credit information and the game play, (disclosed by 
Lucero figure 1). 
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Claim 7: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches an input 
device operable with the fund transfer controller that enables the user to input fund 
transfer information (Lucero col. 4: 20-43). 

Claim 8: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches that the 
banking or the monetary repository network is a wide area network (Lucero col. 5: 61-67 
&col. 6: 59-66). 

Claims 9 & 18: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches 
that the banking network being an internet (Lucero col. 5: 60-66, figure 2, element 30). 

Claim 10: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches a local 
area network that interfaces with the banking network and the local gaming machines 
(Lucero figure 6, col. 7: 42-66). 

Claim 1 1 : Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches that the 
local casino network supports casino player fund transfer (col. 5: 3-67, wherein fund 
transfer could be transfer of fund from the financial institute and back to the financial 
institute). 

Claim 12: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches a ticket 
validation system that keeps track of monetary amount provided to the players (Lucero 
col. 5: 3-34). 

Claim 13: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches an IC 
that interfaces between the game processor and the local casino network (Lucero col. 5: 
48-67 & cols. 7-8: 43-3). 
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Claim 19: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches, allowing 
plurality of different financial institutes to be accessed through the gaming machine 
(Lucero col. 3: 58-65). 

Claim 20: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches a casino 
network wherein plurality of game machines are linked together (Lucero col. 7: 43-50). 

Claim 21 : Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches gaming 
machine having possibility of slot, poker and other similar types of games (Lucero col. 3: 
38-41). 

Claim 22: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teach that the 
network is a local area network (Lucero col. 7: 43-51). 

Claim 24: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teaches a printer 
that prints ticket of the amount request and approved (Lucero col. 37-43, thus having 
monetary value on the ticket). 

Claim 25: Combination of Lucero, DeMar and Nguyen et al. teach that the 
printer located on the gaming machine (Lucero incorporates Pellegrini's Patent 
4,575,622, within his own patent in column 4: 1-2, and Pellegrini discloses of a printer 
located on the gaming machine). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 1 1/1 1/09 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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With regard to applicant's arguments, one page 8, regarding the examiner's use 
of Lucero reference, the examiner would like to point out that during the interview, the 
examiner had said if proper amendments were made, it would help to overcome Lucero, 
however, the amendments submitted as is, were not enough to overcome Lucero, since 
Lucero still discloses most of the claimed limitation, said reference is still used to reject 
the claims. 

Regarding the applicant's arguments on page 11, that Nguyen, with regard to 
using a credit/debit card for gaming transaction, teaches away from the modification 
suggested by the applicant, the examiner respectfully disagrees. The examiner would 
like to bring column 2, lines 49-54 to the applicant's attention, wherein Nguyen clearly 
discloses using a card which contains routing/account number of a financial institute, 
which is swiped by a card reader followed by a pin number, to initiate monetary 
transmission. Furthermore, it is merely applicant's opinion that, implementing Nguyen's 
cashless game with Lucero's gaming system would teach away from the applicant's 
invention, even though it is well known in the art to accept/use a card at a gaming 
machine. 

Regarding the applicant's arguments on page 12, that neither Lucero or Nguyen 
discloses a gaming device including a game processor, an EFT controller, and a 
housing that supports the EFT controller and the game processor, the examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Lucero in figure 2, discloses a gaming system which includes a 
game processor, an EFT controller, and a housing that supports the EFT controller and 
the game processor, and wherein there is no direct communication between an EFT 
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controller and the game processor. Lucero in column 4, further describes a gaming 
device, which houses both the EFT controller, to transfer fund from a remote repository 
to an gaming device, and a separate payment device operable with the game processor 
to provide monetary amount to the player, after the approval has been processed by the 
EFT controller. 

Thus, applicant's arguments have been fully considered but are deemed non- 
persuasive, and the rejection is maintained. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SUNIT PANDYA whose telephone number is (571)272- 
2823. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dmitry Suhol can be reached on 571-272-4430. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Dmitry Suhol/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3714 
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